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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine. manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

1 . Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being drawn to 
nonstatutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the method claims 
1 and 6 recited in one of programming algorithms having been held to be 
nonstatutory. The method claims 1 and 6 merely describes an abstract idea 
which is simple be any sequence of programming operation (i.e., a program, to 
be executed for sharing based on target board ID, e.g.) that are combined to 
solve a problem. The concern addressed by holding such subject matter 
nonstatutory is that the programming operations merely describe and do not 
define a process that represent a practical application of the invention idea (e.g., 
a method of sharing a program). Thus, the claimed invention is directed to 
nonstatutory subject matter wherein the method claims 1 and 6 claimed an 
program algorithm that lacks patentable utility regarding to Applicant's 
programmed system invention. 

Claims 1 and 6 recite computer program steps that constitute a program 
per se that is not technological embodied. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described In a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Huan (U.S. Pat-6751658). 

For examination purposes, claim 1 is interpreted as a computer 
implemented method ofstiaring a program using target board identification (IDs) 
in a mobile communication system, comprising the steps of: 

Regarding claim 1, Haun teaches a computer implemented method of 
sharing a program using target board identifications (IDs) in a mobile 
communication system (fig.7, col.8, lines 23-42, col.9, lines 55-67, col. 12, line 56 
to col. 13, line 14), comprising the steps of: 

executing a shared execution file for a plurality of target boards In the 
system when power is supplied to the system (fig.3, col.4, lines 13-17. col.9, line 
55 to col. 10, line 8); 

reading a target board ID of each target board (fig.3, col.9, lines 37-44, 
col.9, lines 55-67); 
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initializing target board liardware according to the target board ID (flg.3, 
col.9, lines 37-44); 

initializing an operating system (OS) for each target board using the 
target board ID (fig.3, col. 10. lines 9-28); and 

branching into a sub-routine for each target board according to the target 
board ID and executing an application program for the target board (fig.3, col.8, 
line 43 to col.9, line 7). 

Regarding claim 2, Haun teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the OS 
initialization varies according to the hardware structure and running conditions of 
each target board (fig.3, col. 10, lines 17-28). 

Regarding claim 3, Haun teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein an 
application program for each target board according to the function of the target 
board Is stored as part of a single master application program and executed in 
the application execution step (col.2, line 45 to col.3, line 7). 



Regarding claim 4, Haun teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein common 
functions of the target boards are incorporated into the shared execution file 
(col.6, lines 23-41). 
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Regarding claim 5, Haun teaches the method of claim 1, wherein different 
functions of the target boards are implemented in branch sub-routines according 
to the target board Ids (col. 10, lines 11-16). 

For examination purposes, claim 6 is interpreted as a computer 
implemented method of sharing a program in a mobile communication system, 
comprising the steps of: 

Regarding claim 6, a computer implemented method of sharing a program 
in a mobile communication system, comprising the steps of: 

storing a master execution file in a memory (col.3, lines 63-65, col.5, lines 
19-33), said master execution file compiled to contain program code to operate a 
plurality of target boards of the mobile communication system (fig.1, col.4, line 43 
to col.5, Iine18); 

executing the master execution file for the plurality of target boards in the 
system when power is supplied to the system (fig.6, col.4, lines 13-17. col.9, line 
55 to col. 10, line 8); 

reading a target board identification (ID) of each target board (fig.3, col.9, 
lines 37-44); initializing target board hardware according to the target board ID 
and the master execution file (fig.6-7, col.9, lines 37-44); 
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initializing an operating system (OS) for each target board using the target 
board ID and master execution file (fig.6-7, col. 10, lines 9-28); and 

branching into a sub-routine for each target board according to the target 
board ID and executing an application program of the master execution file for 
each target board (fig.3, fig.6-7, col.8, line 43 to coL9, line 7). 



Regarding claim 7, Haun teaches the method of claim 6, wherein the OS 
initialization varies according to the hardware structure and running conditions of 
each target board (fig.3, col. 10, lines 17-28). 



Regarding claim 8, Haun teaches the method of claim 6, wherein an 
application program is compiled into the master execution file for each target 
board according to the function of the target board and executed in the 
application execution step (fig.6-7, col.2, line 45 to col.3, line 7). 



Regarding claim 9, Haun teaches the method of claim 6, wherein common 
functions of the target boards are incorporated into the master execution file 
(fig.6-7, col.6, lines 23-41). 
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Regarding claim 10, Haun teaches the method of claim 6. wherein 
different functions of the target boards are implemented according to the target 
board IDs in branch sub-routines of the master execution file (fig.6-7, col. 10, lines 
11-16). 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Yoon 
(U.S. Pat-5978589). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Yoon teaches a system for sharing a program in a 
mobile communications system having a control unit and a plurality of target 
boards (fig.1, fig.3-4, col.1, lines 44-57), comprising: 

wherein the control unit stores an execution file compiled to contain 
program code to operate each of the plurality of target boards (fig.1 ,fig.3-4, col.1 , 
lines 44-57, col.2, line 43 to col.3, Iine19). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/ContrdMumber: 10/007,058 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2684 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
Invention was made. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoon (U.S. Pat- 5978589) in view of Huan (U.S. Pat-6751658). 



Regarding claim 12, Yoon teaches the system for sharing a program in a 
mobile communications system of claim 1 1 . 

Yoon fails to specifically disclose each of the plurality of target boards is 
assigned an identification (ID) code that the control unit reads and executes 
subroutines of the execution file according to the ID code of the target board. 
However, Huan teaches each of the plurality of target boards is assigned an 
identification (ID) code that the control unit reads and executes subroutines of the 
execution file according to the ID code of the target board (fig.3, fig.6-7, col. 10, 
lines 11-16). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use each of the plurality of target 
boards is assigned an identification (ID) code that the control unit reads and 
executes subroutines of the execution file according to the ID code of the target 
board as taught by Huan with Yoon teaching in order to maintenance of current 
computing environments is complex and time consuming. 
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Conclusion 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Khai M Nguyen whose telephone number is 
703.305.3906. The examiner can nomnally be reached on 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 703.308.7745. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infonnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 




Khai Nguyen 
Au: 2684 



09/17/2004 



